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DETAILED ACTION 
Priority 

1 . Receipt is acknowledged of papers submitted under 35 U.S.C. 1 1 9(a)-(d), which 
papers have been placed of record in the file. 

Drawings 

2. The drawings are objected to because Figure 16 is poorly portrayed. Corrected 
drawing sheets In compliance with 37 CFR 1 .121(d) are required in reply to the Office 
action to avoid abandonment of the application. Any amended replacement drawing 
sheet should include all of the figures appearing on the immediate prior version of the 
sheet, even if only one figure is being amended. The figure or figure number of an 
amended drawing should not be labeled as "amended." If a drawing figure is to be 
qanceled, the appropriate figure must be removed from the replacement sheet, and 
where necessary, the remaining figures must be renumbered and appropriate changes 
made to the brief description of the several views of the drawings for consistency. 
Additional replacement sheets may be necessary to show the renumbering of the 
remaining figures. Each drawing sheet submitted after the filing date of an application 
must be labeled in the top margin as either "Replacement Sheet" or "New Sheet" 
pursuant to 37 CFR 1.121 (d). If the changes are not accepted by the examiner, the 
applicant will be notified and informed of any required corrective action in the next Office 
action. The objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 

3. Color photographs and color drawings are not accepted unless a petition filed 
under 37 CFR 1 .84(a)(2) is granted. Any such petition must be accompanied by the 
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appropriate fee set forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(h), three sets of color drawings or color 
photographs, as appropriate, and, unless already present, an amendment to include the 
following language as the first paragraph of the brief description of the drawings section 
of the specification: 

The patent or application file contains at least one drawing executed in color. Copies of this patent or 
patent application publication with color drawing(s) will be provided by the Office upon request and 
payment of the necessary fee. 

Color photographs will be accepted if the conditions for accepting color drawings 
and black and white photographs have been satisfied. See 37 CFR 1 .84(b)(2). 

4. The drawings are objected to as failing to comply with 37 CFR 1 .64(p)(5) 
because they do not include the following reference sign(s) mentioned in the 
description: "Figure 14" and "Runner 36". Corrected drawing sheets in compliance with 
37 CFR 1 .121(d) are required in reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment of the 
application. Any amended replacement drawing sheet should include all of the figures 
appearing on the immediate prior version of the sheet, even if only one figure is being 
amended. Each drawing sheet submitted after the filing date of an application must be 
labeled in the top margin as either "Replacement Sheet" or "New Sheet" pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.121(d). If the changes are not accepted by the examiner, the applicant will be 
notified and informed of any required corrective action in the next Office action. The 
objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 

Specification 

5. The lengthy specification has not been checked to the extent necessary to 
determine the presence of all possible minor errors. Applicant's cooperation is 
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requested in correcting any errors of which applicant may become aware in the 
specification. 

6. The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: The title has 
several typographical errors. Appropriate correction is required. 

7. Numerous grammatical errors are replete throughout the application. The 
examiner has forgone any correction due to the amount, and the specification has not 
been checked to the extent necessary to determine the presence of all possible minor 
errors. Applicant's cooperation is requested in correcting any errors of which applicant 
may become aware in the specification. 

Claim Objections 

8. Claim 1 is objected to because of the following informalities: Applicant recites 
the pronoun, "their", in line 6 of the claim. Applicant should positively recite the 
structure(s) and avoid such pronoun use. Appropriate correction is required. 

9. Claim 14 is objected to because of the following informalities: Grammatical error 
- "exerted on one at least of the parts" should read as "exerted on at least one of the 
parts" or similarly. Appropriate correction is required. 

10. Claim 16 is objected to because of the following informalities: Applicant recites 
the pronoun, "their", in line 5 of the claim. Applicant should positively recite the 
structure(s) and avoid such pronoun use. Appropriate correction is required. 

1 1 . Claim 1 8 is objected to because of the following informalities: Applicant recites 
the pronoun, "its", in line 2 of the claim. Applicant should positively recite the 
structure(s) and avoid such pronoun use. Appropriate correction is required. 
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12. Claim 19 is objected to because of the following informalities: Applicant recites 
the pronoun, "their*', in line 3 of the claim. Applicant should positively recite the 
structure(s) and avoid such pronoun use. Appropriate correction is required. 

13. Claim 24 is objected to because of the following informalities: Applicant recites 
the limitation, "frangible elements", which lacks antecedent basis. Applicant should 
remain consistent in language and use the term "frangible means". The examiner has 
assumed the position in the rejection below to read: "wherein the frangible means 
absorb only part of the energy of the impact suffered by the headlight, and wherein they 
are associated with at least one compressible element of the foam type". Appropriate 
correction is required. 

14. Claim 24 is objected to because of the following informalities: Applicant recites 
the pronoun, "they", in line 3 of the claim. Applicant should positively recite the 
structure(s) and avoid such pronoun use. Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 
The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

15. Claims 1 , 3, 4 and 6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. 

16. A broad range or limitation together with a narrow range or limitation that falls 
within the broad range or limitation (in the same claim) is considered indefinite, since 
the resulting claim does not clearly set forth the metes and bounds of the patent 
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protection desired. See MPEP § 2173.05(c). Note the explanation given by the Board 
of Patent Appeals and Interferences in Ex parte Wu, 10 USPQ2d 2031 , 2033 (Bd. Pat. 
App. & Inter 1989), as to where broad language is followed by "such as" and then 
narrow language. The Board stated that this can render a claim indefinite by raising a 
question or doubt as to whether the feature introduced by such language is (a) merely 
exemplary of the remainder of the claim, and therefore not required, or (b) a required 
feature of the claims. Note also, for example, the decisions of Ex parte Steigewald, 131 
USPQ 74 (Bd. App. 1961); Ex parte Hall, 83 USPQ 38 (Bd. App. 1948); and Ex parte 
Hasche, 86 USPQ 481 (Bd. App. 1949). 

17. Claim 1 recites the broad recitation "which headlight comprises frangible means 
of linking the headlight", and the Claim also recites "in particular the casing to the 
chassis" which is the narrower statement of the range/limitation. 

18. Claim 3 recites the broad recitation "the casing is reinforced", and the Claim also 
recites "in particular mechanically, in the vicinity of said rupture zone" which is the 
narrower statement of the range/limitation. 

1 9. Claim 4 recites the broad recitation "a succession of predetermined rupture 
zones capable of breaking successively during an impact suffered by the headlight", 
and the Claim also recites "said zones being in particular adjacent to one another" 
which is the narrower statement of the range/limitation. 

20. Claim 6 recites the broad recitation "between 20 and 150 mm", and the Claim 
also recites "preferably between 20 and 50mm" which is the narrower statement of the 
range/limitation. 
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The following claims have been rejected by the prior art in light of the specification, but 
rendered the broadest interpretation as construed by the examiner [MPEP 21 1 1]. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
states. 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21 (2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

21. Claims 1-5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Tomforde (U.S. Patent 4475148). 

22. With regards to Claim 1 , Tomforde discloses a motor vehicle headlight including: 

- A casing [Figure 2: (3, 6)] enclosing at least one light source and fixed on a 
chassis [Figure 2: (4, 13, 15)]; 

- Frangible means [Figure 2: (7)] of linking the headlight via connecting the 
casing to the chassis; 

- Whereby said means are able to absorb in the course of rupture [Figure 2: 
(16)] at least part of the energy of an impact suffered by the headlight 
[Abstract]. 



Application/Control Number: 10/665,197 Page 8 

Art Unit: 2875 

23. With regards to Claim 2, Tomforde discloses the linking means including at least 
one predetermined rupture zone [Figure 2: (16)]. 

24. With regards to Claim 3, Tomforde discloses the casing [Figure 2: (3, 6)] being 
mechanically reinforced [Figure 2: (1 1 )] in the vicinity of the rupture zone. 

25. With regards to Claim 4, Tomforde discloses the linking means including a 
succession of predetermined rupture zones [Figure 2: (16)] capable of breaking 
successively during an impact suffered by the headlight, whereby said zones are 
adjacent to one another. 

26. With regards to Claim 5, Tomforde discloses the linking means including a brace 
[Figure 2: (1 1 )] interposed between the casing and the chassis, and furnished with a 
series of collars [Figure 2: adjacent (16)] capable of breaking successively as a result of 
the bearing of the casing. 

27. Claims 1, 11-17, and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by Maeda (U.S. Publication 2001/0022729). 

28. With regards to Claim 1 , Maeda discloses a motor vehicle headlight including: 

- A casing [Figure 1 : (1 0)] enclosing at least one light source and fixed on a 
chassis [Figures 1-2: (3)]; 

- Frangible means [Figure 1: (21)] of linking the headlight via connecting the 
casing to the chassis; 

- Whereby said means are able to absorb in the course of rupture at least part 
of the energy of an impact suffered by the headlight [Figures 4-5]. 
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29. With regards to Claim 1 1 , Maeda discloses the linking means including a fixing 
member [Figure 2: (22)] able to tear under the effect of an impact suffered by the 
headlight. 

30. With regards to Claim 12, Maeda discloses the fixing member including a series 
of zones [Figures 1 , 4, 5: (22)] able to tear successively during an impact suffered by 
the headlight. 

31 . With regards to Claim 1 3, Maeda discloses the fixing member [Figures 1 , 4, 5: 
(22)] including a zone able to tear progressively during an impact suffered by the 
headlight, 

32. With regards to Claim 14, Maeda discloses the fixing member including two parts 
fixed [Figures 1 , 4, 5: (7, 8, 9. 25)] respectively to the casing and to the chassis, 
whereby the parts are connected by at least one series of frangible bridges [Figures 1 , 
4, 5: (22)] capable of breaking under the effect of a traction exerted on at least one of 
the parts. 

33. With regards to Claim 15, Maeda discloses the two parts being connected by two 
parallel series of frangible bridges [Figures 1, 4, 5: (22) - defined by the left and right 
sides of Figure 1], 

34. With regards to Claim 16, Maeda discloses the fixing member including at least 
two parts [Figures 1, 4, 5: (7, 8, 9, 25)] fixed respectively to the casing and to the 
chassis, whereby the parts are delimited by a notch [Figure 1 : (22)] over all or part of 
the length thereof, and where said notch guides the tearing between the two parts under 
the effect of a traction exerted on one of said parts [Figures 4-5]. 
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35. With regards to Claim 1 7, Maeda discloses the fixing member including three 
adjacent parts [Figure 1 : (7/8/9, 22, and the area of (21 ) adjacent (6)], whereby the 
middle part is delimited with respect to the other two by a notch [Figure 1 : (22)]. 

36. With regards to Claim 1 9, Maeda discloses frangible bridges [Figure 1 : (22)] 
having less mechanical strength locally due to a reduction in cross-section. 

37. Claims 1 and 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Scrivo et al. (U.S. Patent 4213644). 

38. With regards to Claim 1 , Scrivo discloses a motor vehicle headlight including: 

- A casing [Figure 2: (18)] enclosing at least one light source and fixed on a 
chassis [Figure 2: (26)]; 

- Frangible means [Figure 2: (12, 20, 22)] of linking the headlight via 
connecting the casing to the chassis; 

- Whereby said means are able to absorb In the course of rupture at least part 
of the energy of an impact suffered by the headlight. 

39. With regards to Claim 24, Saivo discloses the frangible means [Figure 2; (12, 20, 
22)] absorbing only part of the energy of the impact suffered by the headlight, whereby 
the frangible means is associated with at least one compressible element of the foam 
type [Figure 2: (12)]. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
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invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

40. Claims 18 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Maeda (U.S. Publication 2001/0022729) as applied to Claim 14 above, and further 
in view of Tomforde (U.S. Patent 4475148). 

Maeda discloses the claimed invention as cited above, but does not specifically 
teach the casing including means for guiding displacement thereof with respect to the 
chassis during the rupture of the frangible bridges or the tearing along the notch or 
notches (re: Claim 18), nor teaches said guiding means forming a pivot link between the 
casing and the chassis (re: Claim 20). 

Tomforde teaches a guiding means including a pivot link [Figure 2: (4, 5)] for the 
displacement between a casing and chassis during the rupture of a linking 
member/frangible bridges [Figure 2: (7)]. 

It would have been obvious to one ordinarily skilled in the art at the time of 
invention to modify the vehicle headlight of Maeda to incorporate the guiding pivot link 
of Tomforde, so as to provide further support to the headlight during a collision/impact, 
and thus, preventing said headlight from totally dismembering from the vehicle. 

41 . Claims 21-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Tomforde (U.S. Patent 4475148). 

Tomforde discloses the claimed invention as cited above, but does not 
specifically teach the linking means further including a functional member (re: Claim 21) 
of the vehicle, such as an air filter (re: Claim 22) or a screen washer liquid reservoir (re: 
Claim 23). 
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However, it would have been an obvious matter of design choice to modify the 
headlight of Tomforde to incorporate, in combination, the functional member (e.g., air 
filter, screen washer liquid reservoir), since applicant has not disclosed that the 
combination solves any stated problem or is for any particular purpose and it appears 
that the invention would perform equally well without the functional member. Applicant 
is merely combining the claimed apparatus (Claim 1) with well-known components 
associated with motor vehicles. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

42. Claims 7-10 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but 
would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the 
base claim and any intervening claims. 

43. The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable subject 
matter: 

44. With regards to Claim 7, applicant recites the limitation, "a cleat mounted 
moveably in a runner and, on the other hand, a row of stops able to be broken 
successively by the cleat during an impact suffered by the headlight", whereby the prior 
art fails to teach or suggest the combination of structural elements disclosed and 
claimed herein, and all subsequent dependent claims are allowed. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 
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The following references are cited to further show the state of the art pertinent to 
the current application, but are not considered exhaustive: 

us Patent 4387920 to Slaughter et al; US Patent 5597232 to OhashI et al; 

US Patent 6190030 to Chase; US Patent 6450676 to Maeda et al; 

US Patent 6471386 to Oh; US Patent 6478456 to Elchhorn et al; 
US Publication 2003/0142503 to Ericsson et al. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jason M. Han whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
2207. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00am-5:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Sandra O'Shea can be reached on (571) 272-2378. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct,uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




Primary Examiner 



